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Abstract 

One of the important issues standing before modern science of conflict is a correct 
explanation of the essence of military conflicts and determination of their effective solution 
strategy. While analyzing the essence of a military conflict, one should pay a special attention to 
the problem of war. In this case the finest points of the military conflict should be explained in 
order it could be distinguished from a war or other military actions. Generally, the war and other 
military conflicts which are accepted as the types of the military conflict are of different nature. 
With the term armed conflict we mean generally all the conflicts accompanied with usage of 
weapons by one or both parts. When we say international armed conflict, not depending on 
sustainability and intensity of it, we mean conflicts in which two or more countries use guns 
against each other. According to Geneve protocol accepted in 1977, the wars conducted for 
national sovereignty are also considered international armed conflicts. 

Keywords: war, conflicts, military, politics 

All military conflicts can be characterized as armed conflicts. But all armed conflicts cannot be 
presented as military conflicts. From this point of view, in modern conflict science the armed 
conflicts among the countries are often considered military conflicts. We have already touched the 
points allowing us to distinguish armed conflicts from military conflicts. Although the war is the 
most severe form of a military conflict, there are differences between them. Comparative analysis 
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that we will conduct lets us to determine typical characteristics of different types of international 
armed conflicts. 

As all other types of armed conflict, military conflict also has always been a source of great 
threat for the humanity in any stage of the history. First of all putting an end to millions of lives 
such conflicts can lead to impoverishment of gene pool of the nations and even can condition its 
complete destruction. Besides it, in modern era a rapid integration process in the system of 
international relations consequently leads to deepening of the relations among the members of the 
world community. Although it is a very positive process on one hand, on another hand it can lead 
to very negative results in case of a military conflict. Close international relations will lay ground 
for rapid expansion of any military conflict. Thus, in a modern era any military conflict can ignite 
a new world war. Really, the system of international relations is impossible to exist without 
conflicts. As the well-known Russian researcher P.A.Tchiganov says: “a conflict is an important 
element of an international partnership system.” (20, p. 242) 

Thus, the concept of military conflict is used in wide and narrow senses. In a wide meaning while 
saying a military conflict we mean any military collision including the world wars. More 
specifically, any armed collision between two or more subjects having the status of a legitimate 
state for the interests of the state is characterized as a military conflict. (5, p.354). The term 
military conflict in a narrow sense means a specific military collision having a number of 
characteristics. Here refers “military conflict”, “war”, “annexation”, “military incident” and 
“military provocation” (II, p.I48-I49). 

In majority of the scientific literatures on the science of conflict, military conflict is given simply as 
a certain stage of development of international political conflict. Really, we have looked through 
the military conflict as one of the development stages of a (international) political conflict. From 
theoretical point of view such an approach is justified. Because usually there exist contradictions 
until the time when military violence means are resorted to. In modern times among the aspects of 
the reason of military conflicts mostly economic, social-political, juridical, social-psychological, 
ecological etc. are noted.(2, 226) 

So, despite the above mentioned, military conflict can be regarded as the most intense form of the 
contradictions among the countries and their coalitions occurring for different reasons. It is such 
form of a conflict that at this time the conflicting parts, despite absence of the war between them, 
use military means with certain limits in order to reach their goals. The analysis that we will 
conduct will let determine the above mentioned peculiarities of the military conflict. So, it is often 
met than in the absence of war the parts resort to military violence means. In this case, war is not 
the topic of the talk yet. The collisional activity of the opposing parts of the conflict, as a rule, is 
observed within a limited geographical area. It can cover the borderline or disputable areas, as well 
as the territories where different ethnos live. In rare cases military conflict can cover wide areas 
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despite absence of the war. The above mentioned reflect initial peculiarities of military conflict. 
Here we can conclude that although the war, generally is a type of a military conflict, it is possible 
to determine their exact “borderlines”. That is, it is not correct to consider all military conflicts “a 
war”. It will find its confirmation while identification of other peculiarities of the military conflict. 

Another typical peculiarity of the military conflict is in limited character of individual and 
regional purposes of the parts. The purposes of the limited character of the parts consist of their 
having more favorable development condition in comparison with other countries of the region. 
That is, in this case, application of direct military violence is not meant. Simply, a state with a 
strong military potential can establish more favorable economic relations than other countries of 
the region. So, the neighboring countries have to make more concessions taking into consideration 
the high level of military potential of their rival. Really, having a look at the system of the relations 
among the modern countries, we will witness that the military potential factor plays a great role in 
formation of those relations. In this system of relations economics, of course, have the main place. 
As the well-known American political scientist F.Fukuyama says, military conflict in the modern 
time steps to a new level, to a level of economics. 

As we have noted before during the military conflict the aims of the parts carry individual 
character and depend on the circumstances. Depending on the circumstance, aims can change. 
Thus, due to the change of circumstances, the aims can lose their previous urgency. Besides it, 
individual aims can transform into global aims. Occurrence of such a case in its turn can condition 
escalation of the military conflict to the level of war. These peculiarities of the military conflict 
besides expressing its sharing the same root with the war, also indicates necessity of determination 
of differences between them. Besides the above stated signs of the military conflict, different 
characteristics of the conflicting parts also let to distinguish military conflicts from military 
collisions. Here mainly military actions accompanied with unilateral activity are meant. That is, 
military events reflecting military activity of only one part as “land invasion”, “intervention”, 
“military blackmail” and other military events cannot be equated with the concept of military 
conflict. During the military conflict activity of the both conflicting parts are observed. Thus, to be 
more exact, the conflict case when one of the parts uses military force whereas another part takes 
no analogical step cannot be considered a military conflict. It is just a unilateral military action. 
This sign of the military conflict unlike those stated above also indicates its same roots with the 
war. The famous military theorist K.f.Klauzevich expressed the similar sign of the war in this way: 
“The war cannot express reflect activity of the living force against the dead mass and it is 
impossible to imagine a war with an absolute passivity of one of the parts.” (10, p.I6) 

Another typical peculiarity of the military conflict is that during such a conflict subjects use force 
or military violence means in a more limited way. The conflicting parts using such means during 
the military conflict usually aims to pressure the rival. That is, unlike other armed conflict types, 
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during military conflicts military force also might not be used directly to the enemy. Simply, in 
most cases, in order to direct the rival’s social-political, economic, ideological and other activities 
to a desired direction, military force is used as a means of pressure. To tell more figuratively, here 
the talk is about “show of muscles”. 

If to analyze thoroughly the peculiarities typical for the military conflict, we will see that 
depending on the circumstances these peculiarities to a certain extent can be referred to other 
armed conflicts, and especially to a war also. Even it can be said that the above mentioned signs of 
the military conflict are observed at the beginning of the war. Of course, it is natural. Because, the 
war is the result of escalation of a military conflict. Any conflict can be regarded as “not developed 
war”. However, it is possible to detect important differences between them. That is, the war having 
the signs of the military conflict and the military conflict in its turn having the signs of the war do 
not allow to equate them completely. It is relatively possible to manage the military conflict until 
its escalation to the war. During the military conflict there exist communication channels between 
the conflicting subjects and these channels provide relative management of the conflict. Sometimes, 
existence of such communication channels can prevent the military conflict transform into a war. 
Thus, through these channels the parts are able to access information about military potential of 
each other. Once such information is achieved, it is possible to calculate the damages that the war 
would cause. For example, in 1962, during Caribbean crisis, namely information exchange played a 
key role in prevention of escalation of the military conflict between the USSR and the USA. (13, 
p.99). Loss of existing information channels between the subjects of the military conflict makes 
management of the conflict impossible. Namely after it, other “mechanisms” conditioning the 
escalation of the military conflict into a war begin to be applied. 

Another important point allowing adequate evaluation of the military conflict situation is 
that during such a conflict, a sharp polarization of the parts is not observed. That is, despite 
disputes in some issues between the conflicting subjects, they can put forward similar positions 
regarding other issues. Besides it, during the military conflict the parts accept each other not only 
as “an absolute rival”, but also as “a partner” with mutual dependence. Such mutual relations of 
the subjects of the military conflict in most cases prevent its escalation. (21, p.I33) But once the 
war breaks out, it either becomes difficult or completely impossible to control the processes. The 
parties began to use their military force on the maximum level in order to return the control over 
the processes. During such “a maximum usage” usually it is meant complete destruction of the 
enemy. 

While solving international military conflicts it is necessary to determine the main 
contradictions standing on the basis of it. If to consider that the conflict is the eternal guide of a 
human being, then the contradictions standing on the basis of it can be evaluated as a factor 
determining the development process of the humanity. Analysis of international social —political, 
economic, ecological and other processes taking place in the modern time confirm that it is 





LONG ISLAND UNIV, CW POST COLL, ISSN: 0010-5716 UNITED STATES 


expedient to unite the contradictions conditioning international conflicts in two large groups. 
Conditionally, these groups will be called “first” and “second”. The contradictions referring to the 
first group mainly occur on the following cases: 

The process of pollution of the environment is sped up at the result of human activity. That is, 
nature’s self-restoration cannot conform to the speed of the impact of human activity. The first 
contradiction which we have included to the first group conditionally here comes into view; 

The next contradiction arises between the requirements of the human which are constantly 
increasing and the quantity of natural resources. 

Therefore, the contradictions referring to the first group consequently conditions occurrence 
of the conflicts between the “raw materials” and “ecology”. Of course, in our modern time such 
contradictions can lay ground for large —scale military collisions. As an example we can set Iraq- 
Kuwait conflict. As this conflict touched the interests of all the countries benefiting the Near East 
oil, it rapidly transformed into a war. So, there happened “raw material conflict”. (12, p.90-95) 

The contradictions referring to the second group conditioning military conflicts usually rise from 
two reasons. As the first reason, non- equality of statuses among the elements of the system of 
international relations can be shown. The second reason is related with the character of the inter¬ 
elementary relations in the activity of this system. As it seems, the reasons causing the 
contradictions referring to the second group, as a matter of fact, are alike. The contradictions in 
the system of the relations among the countries mainly arise from the differences on the 
development levels of the countries. The contradictions arising from the level of development of 
the countries can be classified as follows: 

-the contradictions between the developed countries; 

- the contradictions between the developed and not-developed countries; 

- the contradictions between the non-developed countries. 

On the basis of the contradictions arising in dependence from the nature of the relations between 
the countries there stands rivalry for ideological, spiritual, religious and moral values. Analysis of 
majority of the conflicts which have already happened and which are about to happen indicates 
that the above stated contradictions do not always directly condition occurrence of military 
conflicts. Those contradictions are always related with material and financial conditions of the life 
of the society. Namely at the result of this relationship they are firstly transformed onto moral, 
then to the political plane. So, we can state that the military conflicts arise from the policy of the 
countries. 

War is the most severe and most wide-spread form of the military conflict. It is not accidental 
that the history of the humanity is often expressed with the phrase “the history of wars”. Winston 
Churchill in his book named “The World crisis” wrote that there had never been peace in the 
world excluding short-termed and accidental pauses (19, p.3I0). It should be noted that when 
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Winston Churchill stated these words neither the World War I, nor the World War II, and Cold 
war had took place yet. 

The war is a military event delaying the development of the civilization and destroying 
material and moral values. In military encyclopedic dictionary the war is explained as follows: “a 
social-political event expressing solution of social-political, economic, ideological, national, 
territorial and other contradictions between the countries, nations, people, classes and social 
groups”. (4, p.I44). The famous military theorist Klauzevich’s words about the war highlights the 
main essence of the war better. Klauzevich wrote: “The war is an act of violence making our 
enemy to obey us. The war is collision of two living forces. As long as I have not defeated my 
enemy, the probability that he can win me will not leave me alone.” (I, p.IO). In fact, his words 
find their confirmation in all the happened wars. As a social event, the war is an armed collision of 
well-organized parts. The aim of each part is to defeat its enemy. 

Although the history of the war is as ancient as the history of humanity, relatively serious and 
effective steps in the direction of disclosure of the main essence of it began to be taken since the 
beginning of the XIX century. In accordance with it, there were attempts to create “absolute theory 
of the war”. As we have already mentioned, the greatest labor in this direction belongs to the 
military theorist Karl fon Klauzevich. Not satisfied only with research of the war phenomenon, 
K.Klauzevich also created “the war philosophy” which allows to disclosure the most general 
principles of the development of this phenomenon, and substantiates them. The matter is that the 
philosophical approach to the war phenomenon finds its reflection in K.Klauzevich’s all thoughts. 
For example, the thought he has stated at the beginning of one of the paragraphs of his book 
“About war” makes a deep philosophical impression. He writes: “The war is the result of a human 
communication. It refers to the level of social life. The war is the collision of serious interests 
accompanied with bloodshed. The war differs from other types of social conflicts namely with this 
typical character.” (10, p.I44) 

While studying K.Klauzevich’s works one can conclude that despite the above stated thoughts, he 
did not accept the bloodshed and use of armed forces as absolute signs of the war. Characterizing 
“the war as the continuation of the policy with other means” K.Klauzevich noted the following: “if 
the war is a part of the policy, then logically it will involve its peculiarities.” He considered that 
through the time the essence of the war would be only to threat the enemy (10, p.379) 

Mao Dzedun’s thoughts about the nature of the war are of great interest. His thoughts allow to 
conclude that in many cases peaceful means are not effective to achieve the political goals. Making 
his thoughts more exact he used to write: when the policy reaches a certain level of development 
and cannot develop further in the previous way, the war is started in order to overcome the 
obstacles (14, p.264). According to him, namely at this time, there begins a stage of “continuation 
of the policy with other means” as K.Klauzevich notes. Besides the above mentioned, there are a lot 
of thoughts about the essence of the war in the modem science of conflicts. In this sense, Robert 
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Glossop’s thoughts are also interesting. He determines the war as “a large-scale collision” 
accompanied with the use of violence between the organized groups. According to R.Glossop, in 
the role of such organized groups usually are governments (6, p.75). The thoughts stated about the 
war in the Russian science of conflict can be considered the continuation of Klauzevich’s heritage. 
The army generals S.Samsonov and M.Gareev expressed valuable thoughts about typical 
peculiarities and types of the modern war. Developing K.Klauzevich’s thoughts they also consider 
the war as the part of the political processes.(16) According to S.Samsonov and M.Garaev, the war 
is a measure taken for achieving particular political aims where special means are used. Usage of 
these special means leads to transformation, deformation or destruction cases in the society. ( 8). 
The war differs from other types of the military conflicts with a number of typical peculiarities. 
The main typical peculiarities of the war are the followings: 

- a high-level organization is a main condition of a successful war. Really, if to have a look at 
the wars conducted in any period of the history, we will see that a well-organized army is one of 
the most important conditions of the victory. In a war with organization is meant intensive 
connection and exact coordination among the warriors or their parts. Here existence of a quite 
well-centered leadership is also of great importance; 

- mutuality is also one of the main peculiarities of the war. In other words, during the war massive 
violence and destruction are observed in the activity of both parts. If only one part of the 
conflicting parts demonstrates violence and destruction, here the war is not the topic of the talk. 
There is no war without resistance; 

- violence is a main sign of the war. With violence, first of all, we understand physical violence to 
a man. The threat of use of force for the aim of compelling is also considered as an act of violence. 
But the war requires determination of the borders between these two approaches. The matter is 
there are a lot of facts in the history when the cities or countries surrendered to the enemy without 
any fight. Unlike other military conflicts, according to the international law norms, it is forbidden 
to begin the war without declaring it. Besides it, an unexpected start of the war is a very rare 
practice. In other words, before the war there are always some secret or open military —political 
contradictions between the parts. Usually, the conflicting subjects make a decision about the war 
after getting comprehensive knowledge on military, economic, political and other fields of each 
other. According to the third Hague Convention accepted on October, 18, 1907, it is forbidden 
to begin the war without warning. (7) This warning consists of a direct declaration of a war or an 
ultimatum. Analysis of international armed conflicts happened in near past and modern time show 
that “traditional” war that is already familiar to us is losing its essence. The matter is that the 
declaration of war in the most severe stage of development of modern international armed conflicts 
is acquiring political anarchical form. Because modern military conflicts being very changeable and 
taking place unexpectedly cast a shadow on practical significance of declaration of war. According 
to L.Fridman, declaration of war is also of great juridical importance as it allows determining the 
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status of the soldiers of the fighting armies. In the modern time motives and declaration of wars 
have specific features. The matter is that in some cases the government can declare the war in order 
to suppress internal resentments. It usually takes place in the cases when internal dissatisfied forces 
become a real threat for the government. Analysis of the armed conflicts of the modern period 
shows that concluding an agreement or a contract between the parts about stopping military 
operations is losing its significance also. So, in the modern time the issues of an official 
announcement of start and end of the war do not interest the conflicting parts much. 

For example, let’s pay attention to the “Cold War” which reflects the most typical peculiarities of 
the military conflicts of the XX century. According to the most of American and Western 
researchers, the “Cold War” which took place between the communist world and the West was a 
new, different type of war. Beginning of the “Cold War” is calculated from the historical speech of 
the Prime Minister of the United Kingdom Winston Churchill in Fulton city, USA on March, 5, 
1946. This war announced completed with demolishment of Berlin walls on November, II, 1999. 
As it seems, although its beginning and end dates are known and have most of formal signs of the 
war, there had never been an official statement about start and end of it. The “Cold war” really was 
a war form which had never occurred in the history until the second part of the XX century. The 
well-known Russian writer Alexander Zinovyev wrote about this the following: “The “Cold war” 
was a real war. It was a new type of war of humanity. (17, p.3) 

The results of the Cold war verify the thoughts about it being a “true war”. That is the results of 
this war, as the results of the traditional one, were also destructive and even more destructive. 
Therefore, the wars which took place in Afghanistan, Vietnam and Korea can be considered the 
logical outcomes of the cold war. Besides it, it was a war leading to collapse of the USSR and 
Warsaw Treaty Organization consequently destroying the world socialist system. The cold war 
also conditioned monopolarization in the geopolitical arena of the world. One of the most famous 
ideologists of the cold war Zbignev Bzerjinskiy substantiated that its occurrence was inevitable and 
important. As the main aim of the cold war he showed establishment of “global leadership” of the 

USA. (3, p.I2-I7) 

As it seems from the sample of the cold war and majority of armed conflicts of the modern period, 
the wars of the modern time losing their traditional essence have begun to be more similar with the 
military conflict the peculiarities of which we already know. The thought about the traditional war 
losing its significance is also supported by one of the most famous political scientists of the 
modern time Yasikho Nakasone. According to him, through the time there will be left no sign of 
the traditional war. Yasikho Nakasone in his work “Japan’s state strategy in the XX century” 
writes: “Until the year of 2100 the probability of occurring a traditional war among the developed 
countries will be completely put away with. There will take place only ideological-psychological 
wars among the states. (15, p.299) 


I 


'2 




LONG ISLAND UNIV, CW POST COLL, ISSN: 0010-5716 UNITED STATES 


As the most acute form of the military conflicts and as a complex social event, the war can be 
classified into several types. The borders among the types of the war are determined according to 
its different parameters. While determining types of the war, analysis of the causes conditioning its 
beginning can be helpful. 

That is, in such determination, we can refer to the “an event-a reason” principle the author of 
which is the famous researcher E.Dyurkheym (9, p.I42). This principle, as it seems from its name, 
requires to determine typology of the war in accordance with the reasons standing on the basis of 
it. Determination of the most general borders of the war at the same time will let us also to analyze 
its reasons. Such analysis sometimes is called “draft” typology. In the most general form “regime’ 
and “non-regime” wars are differentiated. 

When we say regime wars we mean the wars which are conditioned with existence or internal 
organization of one or both parts. Such wars are conducted either constantly or with pauses. The 
reasons of the wars can be achievement of material resources, provision of the citizens with 
additional lands, to neutralize political rivals (internal), increase of legitimacy etc. Regime wars are 
either of march or of aggressive character. In the regime wars of march character the lands of the 
enemy are not invaded. The main aim of such wars is to withdraw after getting material and moral 
trophies. Whereas aggressive regime wars are meant to get a control over the lands of the enemy. 
Both types of regime wars often took place in the history. For example, all the wars between the 
Roman and Ottoman empires had an aggressive character. But numerous collisions in Eurasia in 
the middle ages between the desert nomads and sedentary societies were of march character. (6, 
p.75). With non-regime wars we mean the wars which occur at the result of rapid escalation of an 
inevitable international conflict without being planned by anyone in advance. For example, for the 
majority of the countries participating in the World War I, this war was a surprise. According to 
the analysis that we have conducted, in the most general form the war types can be classified as the 
total and limited ones. With the total (world) war we mean the wars taking place in several 
continents with the participation of the most of the world countries including the big countries. 
The total war covers not only lands, but also the World Ocean, air and even space. In such wars 
the fighting parts have sharp and resolute political objectives. Such kind of political aims 
sometimes lead to elimination of existence of the war subjects. For example, the World War II is 
the most successful sample for the total war. Germany which had started this war had an objective 
to achieve hegemony all over the world. Such an aim finally caused division of Germany and 
destruction of its social-political structure being replaced with another one. The process taking 
place in the modern world lets us to say that the probability of the total war is now relatively 
deceased. It would be erroneous to explain it only with the horrible results that can the total war 
cause. In the modern circumstances, more “effective” ways of international confrontation are 
“discovered”. The fact is that now conduction of local wars by using economic, financial, political- 
diplomatic and other pressure means is more preferred. When we say a limited war we mean armed 
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conflicts covering relatively limited territory and countries. The limited war, as a rule, does not 
overlap the borders of one continent and is close to the geographical location of the subjects. In 
major cases it happens between the neighboring countries. During such wars the main aim is re¬ 
determination of the position of the countries in the world policy and economic hierarchy. 
Sometimes the reason of such wars is a power struggle on solution of territorial, ethnic, religious 
and other disputes. Unlike the total war, this war type requires mobilization of not all, but part of 
material and human resources. Economic complexes of the country also are partially directed to 
provision of military requirements. Military air strikes are carried out from one or several known 
cosmic-air space. 


Limited wars played a key role in the West’s and the USA’s transition to a new military-political 
strategy. So, previously any war not conditioning destruction of one of the capitalist or communist 
regimes were considered a limited war. 

In a number of cases local (lat. localis- local) wars are equated with the limited wars. Actually, 
such an approach to a local war is justified. Because during these wars there exist many limitations. 
However, despite of the fact that the local war is a type of a limited war, it has differentiating 
peculiarities also. The most typical characteristic of the local wars is that during such a war 
political aims are not much highlighted. As all limited wars, during such wars also limited number 
of armed forces and weapons are used (4, p.22I). 

So, we have conducted an analysis on the problem of war as the most acute form of military 
conflicts. We have found out that every conflict is actually a unique social event with its specific 
peculiarities and reasons of occurrence. However, it is possible to determine a universal peculiarity 
of all military conflicts. The matter is that in all armed collisions there exist a factor of force and 
violence. 

While explaining the main parameters of different types of the war, one should pay attention to a 
number of points. The scale of the war is determined with the scale of the subjects and the power 
of the violence means. Consistency of the war mainly depends on the volume of the resources that 
the parts possess. In other words, as many resources the parts spent on the war, as long the war is. 
In this case the intensity of the war also has a significant influence on its consistency. That is, when 
the intensity is on the highest level, consequently, the recourses of the parts are rapidly run out. In 
this case, the parts simply do not have any potential to continue the war. Different types of war 
take place only within the conditions typical for them. 
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